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PER CURI AM

Rogelio Ramrez, a native and citizen of Mexico,
petitions for review of an order of the Board of Inmgration
Appeals (“Board”) dismssing his appeal from the immgration
judge’s denial of his second notion to reopen inmgration
proceedi ngs. W have reviewed the record and the Board’ s order and
find that the Board did not abuse its discretion in upholding the

denial of Ramrez’'s notion. See INS v. Doherty, 502 U. S. 314,

323-24 (1992). Accordingly, we deny the petition for review for

the reasons stated by the Board. See In re: Ramrez, No.

A70-674-170 (B.1.A Cct. 18, 2004).° We dispense with oral
argunment because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument woul d not

ai d the decisional process.

PETI T1 ON DENI ED

“I'n his brief, Ramirez challenges the fact that his decision
was rendered by a single Board nmenber wi thout follow ng the proper
regul ati ons based on his m staken belief that his case was deci ded
pursuant to the regulatory procedures governing orders that
summarily affirm w thout opinion. Instead, Ramirez’'s case was
decided by a single Board nmenber pursuant to 8 CF.R
8 1003.1(e)(5) (2005). Thus, we find that Ramrez’s claimthat the
Board failed to follow its own regulations is clearly wthout
merit.



